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Abstract

One of the main issues in measuring the speed of light when it only
travels from one spatial position into another position, known as the one-
way speed of light, is that the clocks belonging to each separated spatial
position are not and, in principle, cannot be synchronized with sufficient
precision. This issue is the main reason why all of the measurements of
the speed of light until now have measured the two-way speed of light,
i.e., measuring the speed of light that travels from a source to another
location and back to the source, and so there is a need for only one clock
to measure the speed. Here, we show that it is possible, in principle, to
measure the velocity of particles that travel at the speed of light without
assuming a round-trip once we adopt a quantum mechanical description
under two boundary conditions to the state of the quantum system fol-
lowed by the two-state-vector formalism while assuming non-synchronized
quantum clocks with unknown time dilation. We show that the weak value
of velocity can be measured for a test particle that has a clock that is not
synchronized with the clock of the quantum particle. Following the pro-
posed setup, when the weak value of the velocity is known even without
knowing the time states of the system, such a weak velocity is the two-way
speed of light. Otherwise, one has to impose assumptions regarding the
time states of the quantum clocks, which then give weak velocities that
can be slower or even faster than the two-way speed of light. We further
explore some fundamental implications of the setup. The proposed ap-
proach opens a new avenue toward measuring the velocities of quantum
particles while overcoming relativistic issues regarding the synchronization
of clocks.

Keywords: quantum clocks, quantum foundations, relativistic causal-
ity, time dilation, two-state-vector-formalism
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1 Introduction

The speed of light is conventionally measured as a two-way speed, meaning
that light is sent from a source to another location and back to the source,
allowing for the round-trip time to be divided by the total distance traveled
[1-5]. The one-way speed of light means that we measure the speed of light that
only travels from a source to another location without a round-trip. This would
require perfectly synchronized clocks at both the departure and arrival points.
While there are no theoretical restrictions for measuring the one-way speed of
light, no experiment currently succeeds in measuring the one-way speed of light.
Various experiments have been claimed to measure the one-way speed of light
[6-8]. However, all of these experiments have detected the two-way speed of light
using different setups. For instance, in a 2009 paper [7], the authors proposed
a new way for such a measurement. However, only a year after publishing their
paper in [8], it has been shown that such experiments do not measure the one-
way speed of light but, in fact, the two-way speed of light, and the problem
remained open.

According to Einstein’s theory of relativity, the synchronization of clocks
depends on the relative motion of the observers and the frames of reference in
which the measurements are taken. Any attempt to synchronize clocks across
different locations without taking into account these relativistic effects would
introduce errors, making the measurement unreliable. In the original paper of
Einstein proposing special relativity in 1905 [9], Einstein postulated that the
speed of light from spatial point A to point B is the same from point B to
point A, following the quote from his paper: ”We have not defined a common
“time” for A and B, for the latter cannot be defined at all unless we establish
by definition that the “time” required by light to travel from A to B equals
the “time” it requires to travel from B to A”. While this postulate seems
pleasurable, there is currently no evidence that this is indeed the case, i.e., that
the speed of light is the same for every direction in space. Every experiment
that aims to measure the speed of light takes the following general scheme:

Figure 1. The process for measuring the speed of light, starting from the
spatial position A at time t1 to separated spatial position B (a mirror) at time
t2 and back to the source at time t3.
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Then, following Einstein’s original idea, the speed of light is calculated by

c =
2AB

t3 − t1
, (1)

i.e., it is the time that took the light to travel from point A to B and back to
A. This is known as the Einstein synchronization. Following Einstein’s original
paper, the time of arrival of the light follows the equation t2 = t1 +(t3 − t1) /2.
As shown by Reichenbach [1], we can consider an arbitrary rule for the time
of arrival followed by t2 = t1 + ϵ (t3 − t1) for some 0 < ϵ < 1. This essentially
corresponds to the speed of light in each direction

c→ =
1

2

c

ϵ
, (2)

and

c← =
1

2

c

1− ϵ
, (3)

so, in principle, it is possible that the speed of light in one direction does not
equal the speed of light in the opposite direction, i.e., c→ ̸= c←. This may be
interpreted such that the one-way speed of light is not isotropic in space, in
the sense that when light travels in one direction, it possesses a different speed
than when it travels in the opposite direction. While c→, c← can have different
values, they are mutually dependent. In particular, they obey the equation

c→ · (t2 − t1) + c← · (t3 − t2)

t3 − t1
=

2l

t3 − t1
= c. (4)

If c→ is faster/slower than the two-way speed of light c, c← compensates it with
slower/faster speed, such that the average of c→ and c← describes the usual
(two-way) speed of light.

In the following, we demonstrate how the problem of measuring particle
velocity without assuming a round-trip is resolved by adopting a quantum me-
chanical description based on the two-state-vector formalism (TSVF). In the
proposed setup, we show that the weak value of velocity can be measured for a
test particle with a clock that is not synchronized with the clock of the quantum
particle, even when the time dilation between the clocks is entirely unknown.
We examine some basic implications and show that the proposed setup does
not break relativistic causality, and also examine the case of position-dependent
speed of light.

2 Results

Before we introduce the proposed setup, we review the basic elements in con-
sideration of time as a dynamical quantum variable and not a mere parameter.
Let us consider a quantum system that contains a clock B and the rest of the
system denoted by R, where each of the sub-systems is described by vectors
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in the Hilbert spaces HA and HR, respectively. The entire system is then de-
scribed by the quantum state |Ψ⟩⟩ ∈ HB⊗HR. Assuming that we have a closed
quantum system, it follows the Wheeler-DeWitt equation

(HB +HR) |Ψ⟩⟩ = 0, (5)

which suggests we have a (stationary) state of the system that does not change
with respect to an external time, with a zero eigenvalue of energy (see [10-18]).
We can describe the time observable that is associated with clock B by proposing
a time operator TB in the Hilbert space HB , which is observable in units of time.
We then define the time eigenvectors, |tB⟩, and time eigenvalues, tB , of TB as
the solutions of the equation TB |tB⟩ = tB |tB⟩. Similar to a standard quantum
system, we follow the usual commutation relation [TB , HB ] = iℏI, where the
Hamiltonian of the clock is HB = −iℏ∂/∂tB (see, again, [12-13]). The unitary
evolution of our time states is then given by

|t0 + tB⟩ = e−iHBtB/ℏ |t0⟩ , (6)

for an initial time state |t0⟩ . Similar to [13], we define an interaction Hint (TB) ,
which is a time-dependent term of the evolution of system R set by clock B, and
it quantifies the interaction between the clock B and the rest of the system R.
Then, the total Hamiltonian of our quantum system is given by Htotal = HB +
HR+Hint (TB) . Following the Wheeler-DeWitt equation, we have Htotal |Ψ⟩⟩ =
0, and by applying the time eigenstate |tB⟩ of TB on the left, we can obtain
the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for the quantum state |ψ (tB)⟩ :=
⟨tB |Ψ⟩⟩ ,

iℏ
∂

∂tB
|ψ (tB)⟩ = [HR +Hint (tB)] |ψ (tB)⟩ , (7)

where the equation provides us the evolution of the wavefunction of system R
with respect to clock B (see, [14-15,18]).

Let us now consider a system containing two synchronized clocks, A and B,
where A is the internal clock of the rest of the system, i.e., R = A + S. The
Hamiltonian of the system is then Htotal = HA+HS +HB +Hint (TB), and the
Schrödinger equation is iℏ ∂

∂tB
|ψ (tB)⟩ = [HA +HS +Hint (TB)] |ψ (tB)⟩ .

A key element in the one-way speed of light problem is the break of syn-
chronicity between the clocks. We can model such a break by adding to the
Hamiltonian the term

g (TB)HA, (8)

where g (u) , u ≥ 0, is some positive function, where
∫∞
0
g (t) dt > 0. Then,

following [12-13], our Schrödinger equation is given by

iℏ
∂

∂tB
|ψ (tB)⟩ = (I + g (tB))HA |ψ (tB)⟩ . (9)

The Heisenberg picture allows us to get the exact break of synchronicity between
clocks A and B, followed by the time observable of clock A, TA, with respect to
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the ticks of clock B,

d

dtB
TA = − i

ℏ
[TA, HR + g (tB)HA] = I + g (tB) . (10)

We note that when g vanishes, the flow of time in both clocks is the same, and
in case g ̸= 0, we see that clock A ticks faster than clock B.

We can now propose the setup demonstrating how to measure the velocity
of quantum particles without a round-trip using the TSVF. For the setup of the
weak measurement of velocity, we adopt the framework proposed in [19], which
originally provided a way to obtain Chernekov radiation in a vacuum based on
the TSVF and the weak velocity of the quantum particles.

TSVF proposes a time-symmetric picture for the evolution of quantum sys-
tems based on two states: a state that is prepared and evolves unitarily forward
from the past and a post-selected state. It has been shown that the TSVF al-
lows for the measurement between the pre- and post-selected states, such that
the quantum state of the particle is not disturbed, and so hidden information
and odd quantum effects of the quantum particle are detected [20-26].

We consider a system that contains a quantum particle S with an internal
clock A and an external clock B, followed by the total Hamiltonian

HTot = HA +HS +HB +Hint (TB) + g (TB)HA, (11)

where HA/HB is the (time) Hamiltonian of the quantum clock that generates
the translations in time TA/TB . HS is the Hamiltonian of the quantum particle
and is given by

HS = pzvz, (12)

where pz = −iℏ∂/∂z, and
vz = c · σz (13)

acts on the internal Hilbert space of the particle, where c is the speed of light,
and N > 0 is some integer. The Pauli matrix σz operates on the internal
Hilbert space. We note that it does not represent spin, and so the particle has
no electric or magnetic dipole moment. The eigenvalues of the velocity along
the z direction vz are −c,+c, and so if the only allowed values of vz are its
eigenvalues, the quantum particle can only travel at the speed of light c.

The particle moves with velocity vz in the z direction, i.e., which can be de-
scribed in the Heisenberg picture, d

dtA
x = − i

ℏ [x,HS ] = 0, d
dtA

y = − i
ℏ [y,HS ] =

0, and
d

dtA
z = − i

ℏ
[z,HS ] = vz. (14)

We assume that the system is initially prepared in the form

|Ψin⟩⟩ =
∣∣ΨS

in, Tin
〉
Φ (x, 0) , (15)

where the quantum particle is prepared in the pre-selected state∣∣ΨS
in, Tin

〉
=

1√
2

(
|↑⟩

∣∣T +
in

〉
+ |↓⟩

∣∣T −in 〉) , (16)
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for initial time states
∣∣∣T −/+in

〉
, and Φ describes an additional (test) particle

that is approximately localized in the origin, x = (x, y, z) = 0, and it takes

the Gaussian form Φ (x, 0) =
(
ε2π

)−3/4
e−x

Tx/2ε2 for ε > 0 which gives the
dispersion of the Gaussian, and it evolves according to clock B.

We post- select the quantum particle and the clocks’ states and find it in
the state ∣∣ΨS

fin, Tfin
〉
= α |↑⟩

∣∣∣T +
fin

〉
+ β |↓⟩

∣∣∣T −fin〉 , (17)

for (known) real-valued coefficients α, β, such that α2 + β2 = 1, and final time

states
∣∣∣T −/+fin

〉
. Since we do not have any knowledge about the time dilation

between the clocks, i.e., about g, we assume that we also do not have knowledge

about the time states
∣∣∣T −/+in/fin

〉
, we do, however, assume that they are normal-

ized similar to any other standard quantum state and that
〈
T −/+fin |T −/+in

〉
̸= 0.

The function g generates the break in synchronicity between the clocks, as
shown in (10), implying a break in their synchronicity, as illustrated by (10)

d

dtB
TA = − i

ℏ
[TA, HA +HS +HB +Hint (TB) + g (TB)HA] = I + g (tB) ,

(18)
where the internal clock of the particle, clock A , ticks faster than clock B, the
clock of the test particle.

Similar to the setup proposed in [19], Φ (x, tB) provides the quantum state
of the test particle with respect to clock B, and is given by

Φ (x, tB) =
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ e−iHTottB/ℏ ∣∣ΨS

in, Tin
〉
Φ (x, 0) (19)

=
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ e−i(Hclocks+g(tB)HA+pzvz)tB/ℏ ∣∣ΨS

in, Tin
〉
Φ (x, 0)

where Hclocks := HA +HB +Hint (TB) . We recall that g is unknown since we
do not know the time dilation between clocks A and B.

Then, for a short enough time tB and under the condition

g (tB) <<
1

tB
,

we have

Φ (x, tB) ≈
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ 1− i

ℏ
(Hclocks + g (tB)HA + pzvz) tB

∣∣ΨS
in, Tin

〉
Φ (x, 0)

=
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ 1− i

ℏ
(⟨Hclocks⟩w + g (tB) ⟨HA⟩w + pz ⟨vz⟩w) tB

∣∣ΨS
in, Tin

〉
Φ (x, 0)

≈ κ
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ e−ipz⟨vz⟩wtB/ℏ ∣∣ΨS

in, Tin
〉
Φ (x, 0)

= κ
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin|ΨS
in, Tin

〉
· Φ (x, y, z − ⟨vz⟩w tB , 0) , (20)

where κ = e−i(⟨Hclocks⟩w+g(tB)⟨HA⟩w)tB/ℏ, and ⟨A⟩w is the weak-value of an ob-
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servable A,

⟨A⟩w :=

〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣∣A ∣∣ΨS

in, Tin
〉〈

ΨS
fin, Tfin|ΨS

in, Tin
〉 . (21)

Eq. (20) implies that the wavefunction of the test particle is displaced by
⟨vz⟩w tB .

The velocity of the quantum particle is directly related to the pre- and post-
selected states, followed by the weak velocity ⟨vz⟩w ,

⟨vz⟩w =

(〈
T +
fin

∣∣∣ ⟨↑|α+
〈
T −fin

∣∣∣ ⟨↓|β) vz (|↑⟩ ∣∣T +
in

〉
+ |↓⟩

∣∣T −in 〉)(〈
T +
fin

∣∣∣ ⟨↑|α+
〈
T −fin

∣∣∣ ⟨↓|β) (
|↑⟩

∣∣T +
in

〉
+ |↓⟩

∣∣T −in 〉) =

〈
T +
fin|T

+
in

〉
α−

〈
T −fin|T

−
in

〉
β〈

T +
fin|T

+
in

〉
α+

〈
T −fin|T

−
in

〉
β
·c,

(22)
which can, in principle, take different values than the eigenvalues of vz, i.e., the
two-way speed of light.

The following Figure illustrates the proposed setup of the gedanken experi-
ment.

Figure 2. A scheme of the proposed setup. The experiment is conducted
along the z-axis, where the quantum particle with internal clock A is pre- and
post- selected followed by a test particle with internal clock B. The test particle
is then shifted by ⟨vz⟩w · tB in the z-axis.

It is important to emphasize that, unlike the expected value of velocity,
⟨vz⟩, which is a statistical quantity of the system, the weak values are actual
physical quantities, and so the measurement that gives ⟨vz⟩w essentially gives
the velocity of the quantum particle under the specified pre- and post- selected
states of the quantum system. We note that we have an isotropy of the speed
of light (of the particle) only statistically, following the expectation value of vz,
⟨vz⟩ = 0, and the eigenvalues −c, c.

We can define a quantity, τ , for the ratio between the time amplitudes

τ =

〈
T −fin|T

−
in

〉
〈
T +
fin|T

+
in

〉 , (23)

leading to the weak velocity of the form

⟨vz⟩w =
α− τβ

α+ τβ
· c. (24)
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Here, τ is the unknown parameter, since we do not have the knowledge about
the time states, and so we also do not have the knowledge about the transition

amplitudes
〈
T −/+fin |T −/+in

〉
. We can, however, find the value of ⟨vz⟩w in specific

cases. In the case where β = 0, the weak velocity becomes the speed of light,

⟨vz⟩w = c. (25)

The proposed setup reveals that when ⟨vz⟩w is known and is independent on the
time states, the speed is the two-way speed of light. When the initial and final

times states are the same, i.e.,
∣∣∣T −/+in

〉
=

∣∣∣T −/+fin

〉
, from the orthonormality

property of quantum states we have
〈
T −/+fin |T −/+in

〉
=

〈
T −/+in |T −/+in

〉
= 1, and

the weak velocity also becomes a known quantity with by having τ ≡ 1, and a
potential violation of the two-way speed of light, with ⟨vz⟩w = α−β

α+β · c.
Unlike standard (strong) measurements of the velocity, where the measure-

ments only give the eigenvalues of vz, weak values can give values out of the
spectrum of the eigenvalues. We considered a particle that can only travel at
the speed of light, with eigenvalues −c, c along the z-axis; however, the weak
velocity ⟨vz⟩w can be slower and even faster than c. We can now relate the ϵ
in the model of the one-way speed of light with the weak velocity, following
formula (2), with having

ϵ =
1

2

α+ τβ

α− τβ
(26)

and since 0 < ϵ < 1, we assume that τ is real-valued, and we are restricted to
the coefficients of the post- selected state that satisfies

τ <
α

3β
. (27)

The proposed setup can also be used for particles that have a range of pos-
sible speeds bounded by the speed of light. In particular, instead of only eigen-
values −c, c of vz we can consider the case where the eigenvalues of the velocity
along the z direction vz are −c,−c+2c/N, ..., c−2c/N, c. This corresponds with
the velocity observable

vz =
c

N

N∑
i=1

σ(i)
z , (28)

where, again, the Pauli matrices σ
(i)
z operate on the internal Hilbert space.

Then, we can obtain the same experiment as the previous one while considering
the pre- and post- selected states of the quantum system∣∣ΨS

in, Tin
〉
= 2−N/2 ⊗N

i=1

(
|↑i⟩

∣∣T +
in

〉
+ |↓i⟩

∣∣T −in 〉) , (29)

and ∣∣ΨS
fin, Tfin

〉
= ⊗N

i=1

(
α |↑i⟩

∣∣∣T +
fin

〉
+ β |↓i⟩

∣∣∣T −fin〉) , (30)

respectively, then similar to the original setup, the weak velocity is given by
⟨vz⟩w = α−τβ

α+τβ · c.
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2.1 Relativistic causality

The ϵ parameter in (2) and (3) implies a speed that is higher than c in at least
one direction. However, it does not violate relativistic causality, since we can
only measure two-way speed of light in the original classical setup. We provided
a setup that can also exceed the speed of light whenever

α · τβ < 0, (31)

since then ⟨vz⟩w > c. However, this also does not violate relativistic causality,
as mentioned in [19].

In the case ∣∣∣∣α− τβ

α+ τβ

∣∣∣∣ < 1, (32)

i.e.
|⟨vz⟩w| < c, (33)

we do not have any problem with relativistic causality since the speed is less than
the speed of light. In the case where |⟨vz⟩w| > c, we may have a problem with
relativistic causality. However, no violation of relativistic causality is taking
place. The reason is that since Φ is an analytic function with respect to z,
we have a change in Φ, Φ (x, y, z − ⟨vz⟩w tB , 0) , which does not transmit any
information, because the same message is passed to all x and t (see, [19]). Thus,
there is no way in which relativistic causality can be violated.

2.2 The case of position-dependent speed of light

Let us now examine the case of position-dependent speed of light. Since the
beginning days of relativity theory, the position-dependent speed of light, c (x) ,
has been explored. Such consideration even appeared in Einstein’s paper in
1911 [27]. Such models of varying speed of light (VSL), however, have not
gained much attention in the literature. In recent years, there has been a rela-
tive rise in exploring such hypothesized possibilities under certain various con-
ditions [28-31]. Such theories mainly aim at exploring new cosmological models
for exploring, for example, the beginning of the universe. While the position-
dependent speed of light is still merely a theoretical, speculative theory, it may
provide a new pathway toward a possible theory that links concepts from quan-
tum mechanics and general relativity into a single coherent scheme. There
are also various attempts to establish experimental setups to test the possi-
bility of position-dependent speed of light (see, e.g., [28]). When considering
the position-dependent speed of light, one may also naturally consider other
extensions of physical constants that become variables for getting a physically
meaningful model of reality. Various models have been proposed, one of which is
the gravitational constant and the Planck constant, which depend on the speed
of light. Let us consider how c (x) and a reduced Planck constant that depends
on c (x) , ℏ (x) > 0 ∀x, are considered in the proposed model.
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The standard momentum operator is given by p̂j = −iℏ0∂/∂xj , j = 1, 2, 3,
where ℏ0 is the (reduced) Planck constant. When considering ℏ to be variable,
and in particular, ℏ (x) , there is no unique form for the Hamiltonian of the
system. While in the standard non-relativistic case, the Hamiltonian is H =
p̂2/2m+ V (x) where p̂ = (p̂1, p̂2, p̂3) . Here, since

[ℏ (x) , p̂j ] ̸= 0, j = 1, 2, 3, (34)

there is no particular way of how to substitute ℏ (x) in the momentum operator.
Following [32,33], we define a general form for the Hamiltonian

HS = Πz,ℏvz, (35)

for the deformed momentum operator

Πz,ℏ =
√
ℏ
(
−i ∂
∂z

)√
ℏ. (36)

We note that by adopting the deformed momentum operator, we also have a
deformed commutation relation,

[z,Πz,ℏ] = iℏ (x) . (37)

Going back to our experiment, we have

Φ (x, tB) ≈
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ 1− i

ℏ
(Hclocks + g (tB)HA +Πz,ℏvz) tB

∣∣ΨS
in, Tin

〉
Φ (x, 0)

=
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ 1− i

ℏ
(⟨Hclocks⟩w + g (tB) ⟨HA⟩w + pz ⟨vz⟩w) tB

∣∣ΨS
in, Tin

〉
Φ (x, 0)

≈ κ ·
〈
ΨS

fin, Tfin
∣∣ exp{−i 1

ℏ (x)
Πz,ℏ ⟨vz⟩w tB

} ∣∣ΨS
in, Tin

〉
Φ (x, 0) ,

(38)

where

⟨vz⟩w =
α− τβ

α+ τβ
· c (x) , (39)

and

1

ℏ (c (x))
Πz,ℏ ⟨vz⟩w =

α− τβ

α+ τβ

1√
ℏ (c (x))

(
−i ∂
∂z

)√
ℏ (x) · c (x) . (40)

If we assume that the shift of Φ is similar to the case of constant speed of light
and Planck constant, then we have to assume that√

ℏ (x) · c (x) =
√
Λ, (41)

for some constant Λ > 0, and so we establish the relation

ℏ (x) =
Λ

c (x)
2 , (42)
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implying that ℏ is a function of x through c (x) . In this case, when we assume
that Λ =

√
ℏ0c0 where ℏ0 is the original (reduced) Planck constant and c0 is

the (two-way) speed of light in vacuum, we have

Φ
(
x, y, z −

√
ℏ0/ℏ (c (x))

〈
v0z
〉
w
tB , 0

)
(43)

where
〈
v0z
〉
w
= α−τβ

α+τβ c0 is the weak-velocity in case the (two-way) speed of light
is a constant c0.

3 Discussion

While all of the experiments for measuring the speed of light have measured
the two-way speed of light, there is still a quest for obtaining adequate setups
that allow the measurement without the consideration of a round-trip. We have
shown that it is possible, in principle, to measure the velocity of particles that
travel at the speed of light without assuming a round-trip once we adopt a
quantum mechanical description when considering two boundary conditions to
the quantum system followed by the two-state-vector formalism while assuming
non-synchronized quantum clocks with unknown time dilation. Followed by the
proposed setup, a test particle is shifted by the amount of ⟨vz⟩w tB , which allows
finding the weak velocity of the quantum particle, ⟨vz⟩w . The weak velocity
takes, in general, different values than the usual eigenvalues of the velocity
observable. There is a challenge in finding a theoretical prediction for ⟨vz⟩w since
the time states of the quantum clocks are unknown. However, when imposing
(α = 0, β ̸= 0) or (α ̸= 0, β = 0), the weak velocity becomes independent from
the time states, and it follows the speed of light with ⟨vz⟩w = c and ⟨vz⟩w = −c
respectively. The weak velocity of the speed of light can also be found by
knowing the interference between the time states, which boils down to knowing
τ appearing in (24). Following the basic description of the one-way speed of
light suggests a possible break in the isotropy of space in the sense that the
speed of light is different for different spatial directions. The proposed setup
provides a different interpretation, where the different speeds are derived from
the given pre- and post- selected states of the quantum system. In particular,
We have related the weak velocity with the ϵ parameter in the theory of the
one-way speed of light, which allows us to re-interpret the well-known idea in
which ϵ is merely a convention assumed by an observer by its own freedom of
choice of ϵ, with a physical meaning where ϵ is determined by the weak value of
the velocities governed by the pre- and post- selected states of the system. And
so the freedom to choose ϵ is converted to the freedom of choosing the pre- and
post-selected states of the system. This connection provides a new way to link
quantum mechanical behavior into relativity theory, where instead of having a
special treatment of space and time, assuming non-isotropic space, ϵ comes from
the two boundary conditions of quantum mechanics that fully determines the
velocity in between the initial and final states of the quantum system. Thus,
the proposed model suggests that space can be, in fact, isotropic while, at the
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same time, ϵ ̸= 1/2. For future research, we propose to explore whether one can
establish a technique to synchronize the quantum clocks A and B by having the
detected information on the shift by the test particle. When we do not know
such synchronization, τ is, in general, unknown, and so in actual experiments,
the shift of Φ will be determined by random outcomes of ⟨vz⟩w. Thus, one may
provide a way to statistically estimate τ . We propose to explore it in future
research. For future research, we also propose to extend the model to explore
the case of measuring the speed of quantum particles that travel near strong
gravitational fields under some curved spacetime. This may provide a new way
to gain knowledge of the link between quantum mechanics and general relativity.
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